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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 



all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overWitschorik (U.S. patent 6,131,718) and Theodore-George (WO 00/05688). 

Regarding claim 1: An automatic currency processing system for 
processing bank note using a host computer and an automatic processing 
apparatus (Witschorik; col. 1 lines 16-24, wherein the currency bill is read as a 
"bank note"), said automatic processing apparatus comprising: 

a reading unit for obtaining various features of bank note being transferred 
(Witschorik; fig. 1 elements 50 sub n, col. 2 lines 7-10, col. 3 lines 15-20, and col. 
5 lines 1-6 and 28-32, wherein the currency scanning terminal contains a 
validation module which has a function of reading and writing features of the 
currency bill); 

a first communication unit for transferring the feature data obtained with 
said reading unit to the host computer (Witschorik; fig. 4 element 90 and col. 5 
lines 1-6, wherein each currency scanning terminal contains a communication 
module ("a first communication unit") which transmits the data obtained by the 
validation unit to the security computer (read as a "host computer")); 
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a control unit for confirming the feature data based on 
the result transferred from said host computer (Witschorik; (fig. 4 element 60, 
wherein the control unit processes the currency bill accordingly based on the 
data received from the security computer ("host computer")); 

wherein said host computer further comprising (Witschorik; fig. 3): 

a validating unit for executing the discrimination process of bank note 
using the feature data transferred from said automatic processing apparatus 
(Witschorik; fig. 3 element 30, 120, and 140, col. 4 lines 22-26, and col. 6 lines 1- 
20 wherein the currency bill is authenticated by the security computer by 
comparing the data transferred by the currency scanning terminal to the data 
stored in the database of the security computer) ; and 

a second communication unit for transferring the discrimination result of 
said validating unit to said automatic processing apparatus (Witschorik; fig. 3 
element 100 and col. 5 lines 60-67). 

Witschorik discloses a currency bill authentication system wherein the 
authentication is performed in a security computer which is at a different location 
than the currency scanning terminals. Witschorik does not teach the feature of a 
currency bill "bank note" transfer route fro transferring the currency bill for 
processing. Theodore-George teaches a system wherein the currency bill is 
transported in a route inside the check validating system to be processed 
(Theodore-George; fig. 5 elements 43-54 and page 7 description of fig. 5, 
wherein the currency is transported to the optical system to be read and 
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processed.). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the 
teaching of Theodore-George to that of Witschorik because they are analogous 
in processing currency to determine if it is valid. One in the art would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teaching of Theodore-George to that of Witschorik in 
order to bring the currency in question to a location wherein the currency can be 
read/imaged by the read/imaging unit respectively. 

Regarding claim 1 1 : It is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above 
and for the following limitation of a control unit fro confirming whether or not the 
feature data is correct, based on the said result of validation (Witschorik; col. 6 
lines 4-40). 

Regarding claims 2 and 12: An automatic currency processing system 
wherein said communication unit executes the discrimination process for a 
plurality units of said automatic processing apparatus in one or a plurality of 
validation processing units of the host computer to return the result of 
discrimination to each automatic processing apparatus depending on the 
discrimination number added to the feature data (Witschorik; fig. 1 elements 30, 
40, and 50 sub n, fig. 3 elements 100, 110 and 130, col. 3 lines 10-25, and col. 7 
lines 15-30, wherein a plurality of scanning terminals are connected to the 
security computer. The security computer comprises of a communication module 
which contains a multiple communication channels. The communication module 
controls the communication between the different scanning terminals and the 
security computer. It is obvious to one skilled that each scanning terminal has a 
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specific device number which needs to be communicated to the security 
computer so that the security computer can keep track of which scanning 
terminal to send the comparison result to. The security computer creates a 
number, based on the comparison of the currency features, to be written on the 
currency.). 

Regarding claims 3 and 13: An automatic currency processing system 
wherein said automatic processing apparatus transmits the feature data of each 
bank note to said host computer (Witschorik; col. 5 lines 1-6 and 28-38, wherein 
the features read by the scanning terminal are transmitted to the security 
computer.). 

Regarding claim 4: An automatic currency processing system wherein 
said host computer is a server of business branch (Witschorik; col. 2 lines 1-7 
and col. 4 lines 22-30, wherein the currency scanning terminals can be located at 
banks, i.e. the security computer must obviously be at a central location which is 
a server at the main business branch). 

Regarding claim 5: An automatic currency processing system wherein 
said host computer is the host computer installed in the management center 
(Witschorik; col. 2 lines 1-7 and col. 4 lines 22-30, wherein the currency scanning 
terminals can be located at banks, stores, and the like, i.e. that the locations are 
flexible and the location of the security computer will depend on the locations of 
the currency scanning terminals which can be a management center office of the 
stores it is placed in.). 
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Regarding claims 6 and 14: An automatic currency processing system 
wherein said sensor unit is an optical sensor (Witschorik; col. 2 lines 13-15 and 
col. 3 lines 40-45). 

Regarding claims 7 and 15: An automatic currency processing system 
wherein said feature data is the data of the optical beam reflected from or having 
passed said bank note (Witschorik; col. 2 lines 13-15 and col. 3 lines 40-45, if the 
system is an optical system it is obviously going to pick up the image from light 
either reflected off the currency or from light that has traveled through the 
currency). 

Regarding claims 8 and 16: An automatic currency processing system 
wherein said sensor unit is a magnetic sensor (Witschorik; col. 2 lines 13-15 and 
col. 3 lines 40-45). 

Regarding claims 9 and 17: An automatic currency processing system 
according wherein said sensor unit is an image sensor (Theodore-George; fig. 1 
element 10 and page 5 line 9 wherein the sensor can be a video camera, i.e. a 
image sensor). 

Regarding claims 10 and 18: An automatic currency processing system 
wherein said feature data is image data (Theodore-George; fig. 1 element 10 and 
page 5 line 9 wherein the sensor can be a video camera. Obviously, an image is 
taken and sent to be validated). 

Regarding claim 19: It is rejected for the combination of reasons of claims 
1 and 6. 
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Regarding claim 20: An automatic processing apparatus further 
comprising: 

a deposit slot for depositing cash (Theodore-George; 1 element 8 and 
page 5 lines 9 and 10, wherein the currency is entered into the slot) 

wherein said sensor unit obtains image data of the bank note deposited 
from said deposit slot (Theodore-George; page 5 lines 9 and 10, wherein the 
image of the currency is obtained after it has been placed into the slot). 

Regarding claim 21. It is rejected for the same reasons as claims 1 and 8 
combined. 

Regarding claim 22. It is rejected for the combination of reasons of claims 
1 and 6 combined. 

Regarding claim 23: It is rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 11 

above. 

Regarding claim 24: It is rejected for the combination of reasons of claims 
1 and 20 above. 



Conclusion 

2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

Watanbe et al. (U.S. patent 5,256,862) for a cash managing system. 

Ohki et al. (U.S. patent 6,042,002) for electronic currency monitoring 
system. 
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Contact Information 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Anand Bhatnagar whose telephone number is 
(703) 306-5914, whose supervisor is Amelia Au whose number is 703-308-6604, 
group fax is 703-872-9306, and Tech center 2600 customer service office 
number is 703-306-0377. 
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